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SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO. 553

THE ORDER OF RAIL.ROAD TELEGRAPHERS
SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY (PACIFIC LINES) .
ROY R. RAY; Referes

STATEMENT OF CLAIM:

"Claim of the General Committee of The Order of Railroad
Telegraphers on the Southern Pacific (Pacific Lines), that:

CLAIM NO, 1

1, The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties
hereto when it removed from said Agreement work embraced
by coverad positions at the agency statlions listed below,
and on the dates shown in connection therewith, trans-
ferred the work so removed to employes at Phoenix and/or
Tucson, Arizona, not covered by the. Telegraphers'! Agree-

menty
Rillito, January 12, 1959
Tempe, January 22, 1959 ”'
Chandler, January 21, 1959
Florence, February 3, 1959
Gilbert, February 3, 1959
Hayden, ' February L, 1959
Mesa, January 22, 1959
Picacho, ‘ February 6, 1959

Ray Junction, February L, 1959

2. The Carrier shall, because of the violation set forth
above, restore the work unilaterally removed from the
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thereat
entitled to perform the work,

CLAIM NO, 2 -

1, The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties

. .hereto when it removed from said Agreement work embraced
by covered positions at the agency stations listed below,
and on the dates shown in connsction therewith, trans-
ferred the work so removed to employes ab Klamath Falls,
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Oregon, and/or Redding, California, not covered by the
Telegraphers' Agreements

(a) Tule Lal%es California, March 19, 1959; Macdoel,
California, March 25, 1959, Claims effective =
April 53 19594 '

(b) Weed, California, April 8, 1959, Claim effec-
. tive April 8, 1959.

(¢) Red Bluff, California, April 15, 1959. Claim
" effective April 15, 1959. '

{d) Merrill, Oregon, March 20, 1959; Chiloquin,
Oregon, March 24, 1959; Dorris, California,
March 26, 1959; Hilt, California, April 9,
19593 Cottonwood, California, .April 15, 1959,
¢laims effective April 16, 1959.

(e) Ashland, Oregon, April 22, 1959, Claim effective
April 22, 1959,

(f} Chemult, Oregon, March 23, 1959, Claim effectiwve
April 23, 1959.

(g) Hornbrook, California, April 8, 1959, Claim
effective April 26, 1959,

The Carrier shall, because of the viclation set forth
above, restore the work unilaterally removed from the
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thersat en-
titled to perform the work,

CLAIM NO. 3

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties
hereto when it removed from said Agreement work embraced
by covered positions at the agency stations listed below,
and on the dates shown in connection therewith, trans-
ferred the work so removed to employes at Los Angeles,
California, not covered by the Telegraphers' Agreement,

Alhambra, California "L/ 1/59
Anaheim, California 3/ 9/59
Beaumont, California - .5/18/59
Burbank, California 2/ 2/59
City of Industry, Calif, 4/ 1/59

Long Beach, Calif. 3/

Norwalk;, California 3/ 9
Ontario, California L/ 1
Pomona, California L/ 1

e
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Santa Ana, Calif, _ 3/ 9/59

Santa Barbara, Calif, 5/21/59

Santa Susans, Calif, . 6/ 1/59

Coachella, Calif, . 5/18/60

Colton, California 5/ 1/59

Downey, California 3/ 9/59

Glendale, California 2/ 2/59

" Indio, Californis 5/18/59

San Fernando, Calif, 2/ 2/59

: Saugus, California 2/ 2/59

j : Thermal, Calif, 5/18/59
; : Van Nuys, Galif, 2/16/59

Ventura, Calif,’ ' 6/ 8/59
West Palm Springs, Calif, 5/18/59

o —

2. The Carrier shall, because of the violations set forth |
above, restores the work unilaterally removed from the
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thereat en-
titled to perform the work. ,

CLAIM NO,., L

l. The GCarrier violates the Agreement between the partises
hereto, when it removed from sald Agreement work embraced
] by covered positions at the agency stations listed below,
A , and on the dates shown in connecition therswith, and trans-
[ ferred the work so removed to employes at Redding, Cali=
fornia, not covered by the Telegraphers' Agreement:

PR TN

: Mt Shasta, California April 13, 1959
A Anderson, California April 21, 1959

1 2., 'The Carrier shall, because of the violations set out

i above, restore the work unilaterally removed from the
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thereat en-
titled to perform the work,”

i OPINION OF THE BOARD

5 The' four claims in this case involve the centralization by

Carrier of certalin clericalnﬁork for approximately'fprty-nine stations at

five of Carrier's major stations where’clefical work is regionalized.

ﬁ During the period between January 12 and Pebruary li, 1959, Carrier trans
3 _
ﬁ ferred the work of preparing waybills and freight bills, collecting

charges and various phases of accounting in connection with freight
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traffic fron nine stations in Arizona to either Tueson or Phoenix,
| Arizona. During the period between March 29 and April 23, 1959, Carrier
transferred similar work from eight statlons in Galifornia and four sta-
tions in Oregon to either Redding, California,‘or Klamath Falls, -Oregon,
During the period from February 2 %o June 2uf‘1959 Garrier transferred
similar work from 26 stations in California o Los Angeles, Galifornia.
The Temps claim is & dupllcate of that in Case 2.

A1l of the work transferred was clerlcal work and is being per-
formed in the Central Stations by clerical employeg, It was work that -
had been performed by elther Agenf—Te;egraphefs, Clerical Ewployes on
Telagrapher-Clerks depending upon who was on dubty at the time the work
was performed.. In the case of Telegrapher-Clerks they performed tger
duties to the extent they were net engaged ih telegraphic duties., Thirty-
one of. the stations involved‘had=elerical employes not represented by the
Organization at the time the transfers wafe'made, and as a'resuit of the
changes thirtyeeight Clerk positions were abolished in eigﬁteen of Ehe
stations. So the claims concern clerical wbrk being‘ﬁerformed at the
time by persons represented by the Brotherhood of Railway Clerks as well
as clerical work being performed by Agent- Telegraphars and Telegrapher-
Clerks. Some of the stations had very little of the kind of work trans-
ferred and it is performed in tﬂe central offices in a fraction of an
nour per day. Nine of the sftations have since been closed:, Rillito,
Florence, Picacho, Ray Junction, Hilt, -Hornbrook, Beaumont,fCOachellag
and Thermal, -

The Organization conbends that all of the work ineeuestion,be-y

longs to the persons covered by the Telegrapﬁers' Agreement and that the

. "
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transfer in each instance was a violatlon of the Agreement. No claim is
mads for compehsation, but the Organlzatlon asks that the work be re-
stored to each statlon from. whlch it was taken. It makes the same argu-
ments whlcﬁ’were advanceduln Case No. 2. Althoegh there werse minor |
factual differences between this case and Cagé No. 2 and many more and
larger stations are involved here we Pind nothing in this case to justify
a dlfferent result. In our view the same principles apply here. There-
fore, for the reasons which are fully expressed in Award No, 2 we hold
that Carrier was within its rights in transfep?ing the work and that the
claims are ﬁithout_ﬁerit; | '
| PINDING

‘That Carrier‘did ﬁot violate the Agreement, . . ~—

AWARD

'The c¢laims are denied,

SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO. 553

Roy R. Ray, Chairman/

D. A, pro:'Employe Member

Yeu,

RN

San Prancisco, California S
November 9, 1964 . ‘_5_



